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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
10/14/2010 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

2. The amendment filed on 10/14/2010 has been entered. 
Claims 22-104 are now pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. Claims 22 - 30, 34 - 44, 46 - 64, 68 - 72, 79, 80, 95, 96 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Meyerson et al. (US 5,579,487) in view of 
Morris et al. (US 4,884,132) and further in view of Van Luyt et al. (US 4,794,465). 

(1) with regard to claims 22, 37, 49 and 56: 

Meyerson et al. discloses a system and method, comprising; an imaging device 
(Fig. 6, 160), a wireless communication interface (RF MOD, 30 on Fig. 1; column 5, 
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lines 58 - 61 ); a display deice (display, 50 on Fig. 1 ; column 6, lines 34 - 35) for 
providing feedback to a user; 

Meyerson et al. does not expressly disclose the imaging device for capturing an 
image as image data; processing circuitry for processing the image data; using the 
wireless communication interface for transmitting image; and a communication path 
used by the device to wirelessly communicate data is automatically selected from a 
plurality of communication paths based upon a type of data being communicated 
wherein a first communication path is selected when the type of data is processed 
image data and a second communication path is selected when the type of data is 
speech data. 

Morris et al. teaches an image being processed and transmitted over a cellular 
network (column 1 , lines 35 - 39); and selecting a path automatically to be used by the 
device to wirelessly communicate the image data (column 1 , lines 35 - 68, processed 
image data and/or speech data are transmitted wirelessly). 

It would have been desirable to transmit image data over a wireless network and 
selecting a path automatically to be used by the device to wirelessly communicate data 
because it would improve the productivity of the system by having the processed image 
and/or speech data available to user at a remote location. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the 
system of Meyerson et al. with the teaching of Morris et al. 
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Van Luyt et al. teaches a first communication path is selected when the type of 
data is processed image data and a second communication path is selected when the 
type of data is speech data (column 1 1 , lines 39 - 45; Fig. 7, 42, 47). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the system of Meyerson et al. to include the feature of a first 
communication path is selected when the type of data is processed image data and a 
second communication path is selected when the type of data is speech data as shown 
in Van Luyt et al. in order to deliver audio data and image data to different devices. 

(2) with regard to claims 23, 39, 51 and 57: 

Meyerson et al. further discloses that the imaging device is a charge coupled 
device (column 9, line 27). 

(3) with regard to claims 24, 40, 52 and 58: 

Meyerson et al. further discloses that the image is a one dimensional code or a 
two dimensional code (column 9, lines 28 - 29). 

(4) with regard to claims 25 - 27 and 59-61 : 

Meyerson et al. does not disclose that the image is text, handwriting or a picture. 
Morris et al. teaches that the image is text, handwriting or a picture (column 1 , 
lines 32-34). 

It would have been desirable to have the feature of the image is text, handwriting 
or a picture because it would provide an image of an object which could be analyzed 
later. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
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of the invention to combine the system of Meyerson et al. with the teaching of Morris et 
al. 

(5) with regard to claims 41 , 71 , 79, 95: 

Meyerson et al. does not disclose identifying the type of information in the 

image. 

Morris et al. teaches identifying the type of information in the image (column 2, 
lines 40 - 49). 

It would have been desirable to have the feature of identifying the type of 
information in the image because it would allow the information in an image to be used. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the system of Meyerson et al. with the teaching of Morris et al. 

(5) with regard to claims 42, 72, 80, 96: 

Meyerson et al. does not disclose the processing is able to specifically identify 
the image as text, handwriting, or a picture. 

Morris et al. teaches the processing is able to specifically identify the image as 
text, handwriting, or a picture (column 2, lines 40 - 49, a picture of an object). 

It would have been desirable to have the feature of the processing is able to 
specifically identify the image as text, handwriting, or a picture because it would allow a 
picture of an object to be analyzed. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the system of Meyerson et 
al. with the teaching of Morris et al. 
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(5) with regard to claims 28, 47 and 62: 

Meyerson et al. discloses all of the subject matter as discussed above but fails to 
expressly disclose that the wireless communication interface is used for communicating 
speech. 

Morris et al. teaches a wireless communication interface used for communicating 
audio signal. 

it would have been desirable to use wireless communication interface for 
communicating speech because it would enable speech signal to be transmitted 
wirelessly to a remote location. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the teaching of Morris et al. 
into the system of Meyerson et al. 

(6) with regard to claims 29, 46 and 63: 

Meyerson et al. further discloses that the wireless communication interface is 
compatible with a cellular network (column 5, lines 58 - 60). 

(7) with regard to claims 30 and 64: 

Meyerson et al. further discloses that the wireless communication interface uses 
a spread spectrum technique (column 5, lines 58-61). 

(9) with regard to claims 34, 35, 43, 44, 53, 54, 68 and 69 : 
Meyerson et al. further discloses that decoding the image from a first 
representation to a second representation; and the second representation is a digital 
representation (the image signal captured by the CCD (160) is the first representation, 
the processing circuitry as shown on Fig. 1 has to decode the image to digital format, 
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which is the second representation, in order for it to be processed by, for example the 
CPU 1 0 or the RAM unit 1 2; for a description of the operation of CPU 1 0 and RAM 1 2, 
please see column 4, line 45 - column 5, line 57). 

(10) with regard to claims 36 and 70: 

Meyerson et al. further discloses that a character recognition process (column 9, 
line 28, a bar code scanner does character recognition). 

(1 1 ) with regard to claims 38 and 50: 

Meyerson et al. further discloses that the capturing, the processing and the 
transmitting occurs within the same device (work slate unit, A on Fig. 1 ). 

(12) with regard to claims 48 and 55: 

Meyerson et al. further discloses displaying information to a user (column 6, lines 
34 - 35). 

4. Claims 31 - 33, 45, 65 - 67, 78, 86, 93,102 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Meyerson et al. (US 5,579,487) in view of Morris et al. (US 
4,884,132) and further in view of Van Luyt et al. (US 4,794,465) and further in view of 
Hirosawa (US 5,257,327). 

(1) with regard to claims 31 - 33, 45 and 65 - 67: 

Meyerson et al. discloses all of the subject matter as discussed above but fails to 
expressly disclose that transmitting the image to a local area network, a packet network, 
or a TCP/IP network. 
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Hirosawa teaches data communication via a local area network (Fig. 7). It would 
have been desirable to transmit image over these networks because it would enable the 
image to be available to viewers as a remote location, and also is economical incentive 
since TCP/IP is a widely used technology and using it would eliminate the need for 
designing a brand new network protocol, make the network easier to be accessible by 
other networks. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to use TCP/IP packet network and local area network in the 
system of Meyerson et al. 

(2) with regard to claims 78, 86, 93,102: 

Meyerson et al. does not disclose storing the one or more processed images in 
the handheld device. 

Hirosawa teaches storing a processed image, (column 1 , lines 30 - 35). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system 
of Meyerson et al. to include the feature of storing the processed images as shown in 
Hirosawa in the handheld device of Meyerson et al. for the purpose of being able to use 
the processed images at a later time. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 73 - 77, 81 - 85, 87 - 92, 94, 97 - 1 01 , 1 03 and 1 04 are objected to as 
being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening 
claims. 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicants' arguments have been fully considered but they are moot in view of 
new ground(s) of rejections necessitated by applicants' amendments. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BO HUI A. ZHU whose telephone number is (571)-270- 
1086. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thu 10am-6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jay Patel can be reached on (571)-272-2988. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

IB. A. Z.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2465 
/Jayanti K. Patel/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2465 



